Preface.                            xi

3.   The i with an accent is like eet or the i in ravine.

4.  The & with an accent is like oot or the u in bull.

5.  The e has a broad sound, as the a in dare.

6.  The 0 sounds openly, as in note.

7.  The ai sounds as in aisle, or the rin high.

8.  The au sounds like on in cloud.

The most striking peculiarities of this system are the

substitution of & for oo, of i for ee, anci the expression of

broad a by d.    It totally ignores the genius of the

English language, and may be considered as another

instance of that subjection of England to India which

has been going on of late years.    Another objection to

it is, that it is not thoroughgoing, and is apt to land the

a and the u sounds in hopeless confusion j while a third

is, that it is liable to mislead from its employment of

accents in a different sense from that which they have,

except incidentally, m European  languages.     But  I

d^pubt not these objections have been duly considered

by the promoters of the system, and that they have

followed the plan which seemed to them best fitted to

procure uniformity in the spelling of Indian names,

which is an end of so great importance that I have

deemed it right to follow the Government system of

spelling, but not as a very advanced or always strictly

accurate disciple.    I am afraid an'accent here and there

las got on the wrong letter, and I have sometimes con-

:inued the use of double letters; but, in truth, to carry out

:his system with perfect accuracy one would require not

inly to have the names before one written in an Indo-

&ryan language, but also to be in the habit of dealing

vith them in such a language.    Suffice that I have sac-

ificed my own comfort, if not also that of my readers,

>n the Indian Government's linguistic altar.   As one of

he first to do so in this country, I trust I may be ex-